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DETAILED ACTION 



1. 



Claims 1-33 are pending. 



2. 



This is a Final rejection. 



Response to Arguments 



3. Applicant s arguments filed December 13, 2005 have been fully 
considered but they are not persuasive. 

Gelman teaches an invention that includes self-network address 
translators (SNAT), one is a source that is for the source gateway and one is a 
destination that is for the destination gateway (col. 4, lines 10-30). The source 
SNAT is applicant's first address translator and the destination SNAT is 
applicant's second address translator. Gelman's SNATs are responsible for 
performing address translation on incoming and outgoing packets so they are 
routed to their proper destinations (col.8, lines 59-64). The incoming packets 
are translated back to the (first) source address which means that the outgoing 
packets was from the source address that was translated into the (second) 
destination address prior to transmitting to the destination SNAT of the 
destination gateway (col.3, lines 26-37). Gelman discloses the original 
addressing information is modified at the first gateway and then the original's 
addressing is restored at the second gateway (col.3, lines 52-62). Gelman 
discloses that whether it is the source SNAT of the source Gateway or the 
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destination SNAT of the destination gateway, the incoming or outgoing packets 
is translated. On a note, the source gateway or the destination gateway can be 
the receiving end. The transmitted packets are translated according to the 
destination's address in order to be able to route the packet to the proper 
destination and any incoming which is the received packets are translated back 
to what it was originally in order to know where it came from (col. 3, lines 8-19). 

As per claim 1 , the examiner traverses the argument in regards to 
Gelman's claim 1 _ because the claims is elaborated in his 

specification and that the specification reads on applicant's claimed invention. 
Hence, whatever else Gelman additionally discusses or claims does not conflict 
with applicant's limitations. As such the argument regarding "removing the 
address information from the packets" is merely additional processes to his 
invention. To further entertain applicant's argument, the process of removing 
the address information from the packets is an additional process after the 
packet was received from the source gateway to the destination. In essence, 
the removal process at the destination's where it does not conflict applicant's 
limitations. The reason for removing the address information is to associate 
channel identifier to the packets (col.32, lines 46-49) which is additional steps 
to identifying the packets that was received once the packet was at the 
destination gateway. The removal process does not pertain to the source 
gateway because the removal process occurs at the destination gateway 
application (col.32, lines 46-48). The packets are first sent from the source 
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gateway (col.32, lines 41-44) and once the packet is at the destination gateway 
application, the packets is forwarded to the destination address based on the 
stored address information associated to the channel identifier (col.32, lines 
46-54). Gelman teaches that the received packet is translated back to the 
source address which read on applicant's claimed invention (col. 3, lines 52-62). 
What happens in addition or after the translation at the receiving end is merely 
additional measures for Gelman ? s invention that applicant lacks thereof. 

Gelman's relies on WLP, TCP/IP for transmission protocols (col. 2, lines 
39-43) and performs the protocol translation from TCP to WLP or from WLP to 
TCP. It doesn't matter what transmission protocol Gelman uses for his 
invention because applicant fails to limit the type of transmission protocol. 

Gelman discloses the original addressing information is modified at the 
first gateway and then the original's addressing is restored at the second 
gateway (col. 3, lines 52-62). The incoming packets are translated back to the 
(first) source address which means that the outgoing packets was from the 
source address that was translated into the (second) destination address prior 
to transmitting to the destination SNAT of the destination gateway (col.3, lines 
26-37). Gelman discloses that whether it is the source SNAT of the source 
Gateway or the destination SNAT of the destination gateway, the incoming or 
outgoing packets is translated. Gelman does not disclose the addressing 
information is separated from the packet during transmission whereas Gelman 
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does teach that the data packet is transmitted with the second destination 
address from the source (first) SNAT (col. 3, lines 34-38 and col.4, lines 46-56). 

Once the source SNAT translates the source address to the destination 
(second) address, the source gateway transfers the second address to the 
destination gateway (col.9, lines 8-13 and col. 10, lines 10-22). Therefore, 
Gelman does teach the claimed transmit the data packet with the second 
destination address to a second address translator (col. 3, lines 26-63). 

In regards to claims 11 and 16, the examiner have provided recitations to 
the claimed translating the first address to the second address and 
transmitting the second address to the second destination translator (COL.3, 
lines 50-53 and COL.9, lines 19-20). According to column 4, lines 46-51 and 
column 10, lines 9-11 merely shows that the destination gateway receives the 
packet which does mean the transmission to the second address translator of 
the destination gateway. Thereafter, at the destination gateway the packet is 
then forwarded to the intended destination. Further the processor is 
inherently needed in order to operate or configure to function. Gelman does 
disclose the gateway which is a device, therefore a device contains the 
processor. 

As per claims 21, 26, and 31-32; Applicant's arguments are unclear as to 
what applicant is trying to convey because the topics that are brought up has 
nothing to do with the claimed invention and bringing certain subject matter 
from Gelman (i.e. pg,19-20-TCP, WLP, communication protocol) does not 
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associate to what is claimed and the rejections brought forth. The examiner is 
confused why applicant fails to see that Gelman does numerously throughout 
the prior art cite translating addresses in the SNAT. Gelman cited exactly the 
same wordings like applicant used in the claimed language " address translator * 
that translates and transmits " addresses " (col. 3, lines 27-28). Unless, 
applicant's address is different from Gelman's address, it needs to be claimed 
or disclosed in the specification. 

Gelman discloses the original first addressing information is translated 
at the first source translator of the source gateway becoming the second 
destination's address of the second gateway thereby the second gateway 
receiving the packet and second address is translated back to the first address 
at the second gateway (col. 3, lines 59-62 and col.9, line 20-30). As in claim 26, 
the first address is included in the data packet that contains the destination 
address information (col. 17, lines 29-39 and col. 19, lines 26-30). Gelman does 
teach the claimed transmit the data packet with the second destination 
address to a second address translator (col. 3, lines 26-63). The examiner did 
not associate the source gateway to applicant's first translator. Gelman 
discloses SNATs, each one for the source gateway and destination gateway. 
Therefore, the SNAT of Gelman is an "address translator* that the applicant 
exactly claims. Gelman discloses the original addressing information is 
modified at the first gateway and then the original's addressing is restored at 
the second gateway (col. 3, lines 52-62). The incoming packets are translated 
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back to the (first) source address which means that the outgoing packets was 
from the source address that was translated into the (second) destination 
address prior to transmitting to the destination SNAT of the destination 
gateway (col.3, lines 26-37). The examiner is also confused of the argument on 
page 19, where Gelman does teach communication between the first gateway 
and the second gateway application (col.3, lines 34-38). Column 18 merely 
shows the tables used to map addresses. The argument regarding "TCP 
exclusively that the "is not TCP, but is WLP* is unclear what and why this is 
relevant to its rejection provided to what is claimed. 

Claims 21, 26, and 31-32 does not claim any protocols and should not 
be brought forth because these claims and broadly claims the first address 
translates to a second address and transmitting the second address to the 
second translator which the examiner have provided numerous citations above. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 £/.S.C. 1 02 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent 
or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States 
before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application 
filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the 
English language. 

4. Claims 1-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Gelman, et al. (US 6,415,329). 

As per claim 1: 

Gelman, et al. disclose in a network including at least one server for 
communicating with at least one client, a method comprising: 

receiving in a first address translator a data packet from a client, the 
data packet including a first destination address; (COL.4, lines 32-37 and 
COL.9, lines 21-26) 

changing the first destination address to a second destination address in 
the first address translator; (COL. 3, lines 50-53 and COL.9, lines 19-20) 

transmitting the data packet with the second destination address from 
the first address translator via the network; (COL.9, lines 24-25) 

receiving in the second address translator the data packet transmitted 
via the network (COL.4, lines 46-51 and COL.10, lines 9-11) 
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translating the second destination address back to the first destination 
address in the second address translator; and (COL. 3, lines 59-62 and 
COL.9, lines 29-30) 

forwarding the data packet from the second address translator to the 
server using the first destination address. (COL.3, lines 44-48 and COL. 10, 
lines 12-16) 

As per claim 2: See COL. 4, lines 63-65 and COL. 15, lines 5-6; discussing 
encrypting the second destination address before transmitting the data packet. 
As per claim 3: See COL.4, lines 63-65; discussing decrypting the second 
destination address before translating the second destination address. 
As per claim 4: See COL. 17, lines 28-36 and COL. 18, lines 13-22 and 
lines 34-50; discussing mapping the first destination address to the second 
destination address using a mapping algorithm. 

As per claim 5: See COL. 17, lines 28-36 and COL. 18, lines 13-22 and 
lines 34-50; discussing mapping the first port information to second port 
information. 

As per claim 6: See COL.3, lines 59-62 and COL.9, lines 29-30; discussing 

translating the second port information back to the first port information. 

As per claim 7: See COL. 17, lines 32-67 and COL.20, lines 8-14; 

discussing determining whether the first destination address is included in a 
set of predetermined addresses before changing the first destination address. 
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As per claim 8: See COL. 17, lines 28-36 and COL. 18, lines 13-22 and 
lines 34-50; discusses determining whether the second destination address is 
included in a set of predetermined addresses before translating the second 
destination address. 

As per claim 9: See COL. 17, lines 32-67; discusses determining whether to 
change the first destination address based on a current time and whether the 
first address is in a set of predetermined addresses (col.7, lines 4-5 and col. 12, 
lines 53-65). 

As per claim 10: See COL. 17, lines 32-67 and COL. 18, lines 13-22; 

discusses determining whether to translate the second destination address 
based on the time and whether the second address is in a set of predetermined 
address (col. 12, lines 53-65). 
As per claim 11: 

Gelman discloses a system for mapping destination information 
comprising: 

a memory configured to store a mapping algorithm; (COL. 17, lines 28- 
36 and COL. 18, lines 13-22 and lines 34-50) 

a processor configured to: 

receive in a first address translator a data packet that includes a 
first destination address, the first destination address representing a real 
destination address, (COL. 4, lines 32-37 and COL.9, lines 21-26) 
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changing the first destination address to a second destination 
address in the first address translator (COL. 3, lines 50-53 and 
COL.9, lines 19-20) using the mapping algorithm; and (COL. 17, 
lines 28-36 and COL. 18, lines 13-22 and lines 34-50) 
transmit the data packet with the second destination address 
(COL. 3, lines 34-38) to a second address translator. (COL. 4, lines 
46-51 and COL. 10, lines 9-11) 
As per claim 12: See COL. 4, lines 63-65 and COL. 15, lines 5-6; discusses 
encrypting the second destination address before transmitting the data packet. 
As per claim 13: See COL. 17, lines 28-36 and COL. 18, lines 13-22 and 
lines 34-50; discusses mapping the first port information to second port 
information using a mapping algorithm (col. 7, lines 15-50). 
As per claim 14: See COL.20, lines 8-14; discusses determining whether the 
first destination address is included in a set of predetermined addresses before 
changing the first destination address. 

As per claim 15: See COL. 17, lines 32-67; discusses determining whether to 
change the first destination address based on a current time and whether the 
first address is in a set of predetermined addresses (col. 7, lines 4-5 and 44-46). 
As per claim 16: 

Gelman discloses a computer-readable medium having stored thereon a 
plurality of sequences of instructions, when executed by the processor, causes 
said processor to perform the steps of: 
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receiving in the first address translator a data packet including a first 
destination address, the first destination address representing the real 
destination address; (COL.4, lines 32-37 and COL.9, lines 21-26) 

changing the first destination address to a second destination address in 
the first address translator using a mapping algorithm; and (col. 17, lines 29- 
39 and col. 19, lines 26-30) 

transmitting the data packet with the second destination address to 
second address translator. (COL.4, lines 46-51 and col.3, lines 59-62) 
As per claim 17: See COL.4, lines 63-65 and COL. 15, lines 5-6; discussing 
encrypting the second destination address before transmitting the data packet. 
As per claim 18: See COL. 17, lines 28-36 and COL. 18, lines 13-22 and 
lines 34-50; discussing mapping the first port information to second port 
information. 

As per claim 19: See COL. 17, lines 32-67 and COL.20, lines 8-14; 

discusses determining whether the first destination address is included in a set 

of predetermined addresses before changing the first destination address. 

As per claim 20: See COL. 17, lines 32-67 and COL. 18, lines 13-22; 

discusses determining whether to translate the second destination address 
based on the time and whether the second address is in a set of predetermined 
address (col. 12, lines 53-65). 
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As per claim 21: 

Gelman discloses a system for mapping destination information 
comprising: 

a memory configured to store a mapping algorithm; (COL. 17, lines 28- 
36 and COL. 18, lines 13-22 and lines 34-50) 

a processor configured to: 

receive in a first address translator a data packet that includes a first 
destination address, the first destination address representing a real 
destination address; (COL.4, lines 32-37 and COL.9, lines 21-26) 

translate in the second address translator the first destination address to 
a second destination address using the translation algorithm, the second 
destination address representing a real destination address, and (COL. 3, lines 
50-53 and COL.9, lines 19-20) 

forward the data packet with the second destination address using the 
second destination address. (COL.4, lines 46-51 and COL. 10, lines 9-11) 
As per claim 22: See COL.4, lines 63-65; discussing decrypting the mapped 
destination address information concurrently with the translating. 
As per claim 23: See COL.3, lines 59-62 and COL.9, lines 29-30; discussing 
translating the first port information to second port information. 
As per claim 24: See COL. 17, lines 32-67 and COL.20, lines 8-14; 
discusses determining whether the first destination address is included in a set 
of predetermined addresses before translating the first destination address. 
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As per claim 25: See COL. 17, lines 32-67; discusses determining whether to 
translate the first destination address based on a current time and whether the 
first address is in a set of predetermined addresses (col. 7, lines 4-5 and 44-46). 
As per claim 26: 

Gelman discloses a computer-readable medium having stored thereon a 
plurality of sequences of instructions, when executed by the processor, cause 
said processor to perform the steps of: 

receiving from a first address translator into a second address translator 
a data packet including a first destination address, first destination address 
representing a mapped destination address; (COL. 17, lines 28-36 and 
COL. 18, lines 13-22 and lines 34-50) 

translating the first destination address to a second destination address 
back in the second address translator using the translation algorithm (col. 17, 
lines 29-39 and col. 19, lines 26-30), the second destination address 
representing a real destination address; and (COL.3, lines 50-53 and COL.9, 
lines 19-20) 

forwarding the data packet from the second address using the second 
destination address. (COL.4, lines 46-51 and COL. 10, lines 9-11) 
As per claim 27: See COL.4, lines 63-65; discussing decrypting the 
encrypted information before translating the data packet. 

As per claim 28: See COL.3, lines 59-62 and COL.9, lines 29-30; discussing 
translating the first port information to second port information. 
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As per claim 29: See COL. 17, lines 32-67 and COL.20, lines 8-14; 

discusses determining whether the first destination address is included in a set 
of predetermined addresses before translating the first destination address. 
As per claim 30: See COL. 17, lines 32-67; discusses determining whether to 
translate the first destination address based on a current time and whether the 
first address is in a set of predetermined addresses (col. 7, lines 4-5 and col. 12, 
lines 53-65). 
As per claim 31: 

Gelman disclose in a network including at least one server for 
communicating with at least one client, a method comprising: 

means for receiving in a first address translator a data packet from a 
client, the data packet including a first destination address; (COL.4, lines 32- 
37 and COL.9, lines 21-26) 

means for changing the first destination address to a second destination 
address in the first address translator; (COL.3, lines 50-53 and COL.9, lines 
19-20) 

means for transmitting the data packet with the second destination 
address from the first address translator via the network; (COL.9, lines 24-25) 

means for receiving in the second address translator the data packet 
transmitted via the network; (col. 3, lines 59-62 and col. 10, lines 9-11) 



Application/ Control Number: 09/594,100 Page 16 

Art Unit: 2135 

means for translating the second destination address back to the first 
destination address in the second address translator; and (COL.3, lines 59-62 
and COL. 9, lines 29-30) 

means for forwarding the data packet from the second address translator 
to the server using the first destination address. (COL.3, lines 44-48 and 
COL. 10, lines 12-16) 
As per claim 32: 

Gelman disclose in a network including at least one client and at least 
one server a system comprising: 

a first address translator configured to: 

receive a data packet from a client, the data packet including a 
first destination address wherein the first destination address represents 
the real destination address; (COL.4, lines 32-37 and COL.9, lines 21- 
26) 

change the first destination address to a second destination 
address, and (COL.3, lines 50-53 and COL.9, lines 19-20) 

transmit the data packet with the second destination address via 
the network; and (col.3, lines 59-62 and col.9, line 53-coL10, line 8) 
a second address translator configured to: 

receive the data packet transmitted via the network, (COL.4, lines 
46-51 and COL. 10, lines 9-11) 
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translate the second destination address back to the first 
destination address, and (COL. 3, lines 59-62 and COL.9, lines 29-30) 

forward the data packet to the server using the first destination 
address. (COL. 3, lines 44-48 and COL. 10, lines 12-16) 

As per claim 33: 

Gelman the second address translator further configured to: 
receive a reply data packet from the server, the reply data packet 

including a third destination address wherein the third destination address 

represents the real destination address, (COL. 10, lines 14-16) 

change the third destination address to a fourth destination address, 

(COL. 3, lines 50-53 and col. 9, line 53-col.lO, line 8) 

transmit the reply data packet via the network; and (COL.9, lines 24- 

25) 

the second address translator further configured to: 

receive the reply data packet transmitted via the network, (COL.4, lines 
46-51 and COL. 10, lines 9-11) 

translate the fourth destination address back to the third destination 
address, and (COL.3, lines 59-62 and COL.9, lines 29-30) 

forward the data packet to the server using the third destination. (COL.3, 
lines 44-48 and COL. 10, lines 12-16) 
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Conclusion 

5. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension 
of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1. 136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire 
THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply 
is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the 
advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on 
the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In 
no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to LEYNNA T. HA whose telephone 
number is (571) 272-3851. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday 
- Thursday (7:00 - 5:00PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Kim Vu can be reached on (571) 272-3859. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 
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